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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 3/28/07, with respect to claim 7 have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. The previous 35 USC 101 rejection of claim 
7 has been withdrawn. 

Regarding independent claims 1 and 6-10, applicant's arguments have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Newly amended claims 1 and 6-10 now incorporate the subject matter of 
cancelled claim 3. Namely, the wobble determination unit does not make a 
determination when no key-bunch information is detected. As stated in the 
previous Office Action dated 1/1 1/07 regarding claim 3, the Examiner cites 
Paragraph 0044 of Tosaki. Here, the prevention of playback occurs when key- 
bunch/control information is present (i.e., there is information to protect). Thus, if 
key-bunch/control information is not present, the determination whether the disc 
is writable or non-writable does not occur. More specifically, lines 4-7 of 
Paragraph 0044 state, "Thus, if the data information is protected by the 
copyright, the playback of the DVD is prevented". Emphasis is added to 
bold/italicized portion which implies that only when key information is present, will 
the apparatus prevent playback (which itself includes the need the detect 
wobble). Therefore, wobble is not detected (and does not need be detected) 
when key-information is not detected. This is further evidenced by reference's 
Abstract. Here, it is clearly stated that the function of detecting wobble is an 
added protective measure in addition to the detection of key-bunch information. 
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Thus, when key-bunch information is not detected (there is no requirement to 
protect data), the detection of wobble is not performed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1-2,4 and 6-10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Tosaki et al (hereafter Tosaki) (EP 1 ,067,544 A1 ). 

Regarding claim 1, Tosaki discloses an information processing device 
(Figure 1) comprising: a key-bunch determination unit which determines whether 
key-bunch information is recorded on a recording medium or not (Paragraphs 39- 
40 and Figure 1, Elements 3 and 13. Specifically, key information for deciphering 
the data information is played back by the optical pickup), a wobble 
determination unit which determines whether the recording medium has a wobble 
or not if the key-bunch determination unit determines that the key-bunch 
information is recorded (Figure 1, Element 10 and Paragraph 41. Here, because 
key information has been detected, wobble signals are detected), and if they key- 
bunch determination unit determines that no key-bunch information is recorded, 
does not determine whether the recording medium has wobble or not (Paragraph 
0044. Here, the prevention of playback occurs when key-bunch/control 
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information is present (i.e., there is information to protect). Thus, if key- 
bunch/control information is not present, the determination whether the disc is 
writable or non-writable does not occur), and a restriction unit which restricts an 
operation of reproduction from the recording medium if the wobble determination 
unit determines that the recording medium has a wobble (Paragraphs 41-42 and 
Figure 1 , Element 15. Specifically, disk judging means takes input from the 
wobble detecting means and judges the disk to have wobble). 

Regarding claim 2, Tosaki discloses a disk distinction unit which 
distinguishes the type of the recording medium (Figure 1, Element 14), wherein if 
the disk distinction unit determines that the recording medium is of a type 
capable of recording key-bunch information, the key-bunch bunch unit then 
determines whether key-bunch information is recorded on the recording medium 
(Figure 1, Element 13 and Paragraph 41. Specifically, protective condition 
judging means determines if there is code indicating the existence of copyright 
protection). 

Regarding claim 4, Tosaki discloses wherein the restriction unit restricts 
the operation of reproduction by inhibiting reproduction from the recording 
medium (Paragraph 42). 

Regarding claim 6-8, these claims contain limitation similar to those in 
claim 1 and are rejected over the same grounds. 

Regarding claim 9, Tosaki discloses a player comprising: a reading unit 
which reads information recorded on a recording medium (Figure 1, Element 3), 
a detection unit which detects a wobble of the recording medium (Figure 1 , 
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Element 10), a processing unit which processes the information read by the 
reading unit to make the information reproducible (Figure 1, Element 7), and an 
information processing device comprising a key-bunch determination unit which 
determines whether key-bunch information is recorded on the recording medium 
or not (Figure 1, Element 13), a wobble determination unit which determines 
whether the recording medium has a wobble or not if the key-bunch 
determination unit determines that the key-bunch information is recorded (Figure 
1, Element 10 and Paragraph 44) and, if the key-bunch determination unit 
determines that no key bunch information is recorded, does not determine 
whether a wobble is detected or not (Paragraph 0044. Here, the prevention of 
playback occurs when key-bunch/control information is present (i.e., there is 
information to protect). Thus, if key-bunch/control information is not present, the 
determination whether the disc is writable or non-writable does not occur) a 
restriction unit which restricts an operation of reproduction from the recording 
medium if the wobble determination unit determines that the recording medium 
has a wobble (Paragraphs 41-42 and Figure 1, Element 15. Specifically, disk 
judging means takes input from both wobble detecting means and judges the 
disk to have wobble). 

Regarding claim 10, this claim contains limitations similar to those in claim 
9 and is rejected over the same grounds. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tosaki and in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). 

Tosaki does not disclose the further key-bunch information limitations of 
claim 5. In the same field of endeavor, Applicant's Admitted Prior Art discloses 
that well known conventional methods for prohibiting illegal copies of media 
contain key-bunch information which is an MKB (Media Key Block) used in 
CPPM (Content Protection for Prerecorded Media) and CPRM (Content 
Protection for Recordable Media). 

It would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to provide the Tosaki's method of preventing illegal use of 
an optical disk with the Applicant's Admitted Prior Art of the well known copyright 
protection features MKB (Media Key Block) used in CPPM (Content Protection 
for Prerecorded Media) and CPRM (Content Protection for Recordable Media), 
motivation being to increase copy protection and reduce illegal copying. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thomas D. Alunkal whose telephone number . 
is (571 )270-1 127. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Wayne Young can be reached on (571)272-7582. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Thomas Alunkal / 
Examiner Art Unit 2627 




